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KEAh PARTY IN INMEST 

The real paaty lit tntet^st is QuMcpmro Incorporated, k>cated at 5775 Morehouse 
Drive, San Diego, Qjlvfomia 92121. 

RELATED APPEALS AN» INTERFERENCES 
\U 0 'to >'vHj> irpt'^ii^ Of e) - ?)\'f d(H ( ( ^ t}". a, be directly 

aftcc:od by, (u ha\c a bcan^*: on the Boaid's Jeojbion m tins appyaL 

STATUS: OF THE CLAIMS 

1 The total number of cLh(T?s pendmg m thjs applicauon ts 23 

2 { Ms \ 0 . C 21 stand re]cct<.d 
^ .^vii^ i ^ A) s.^'id 12 25 aie ot^ appeal 

STATUS OF AMENDME!*^T 
There ha ve been no arnendments filed i n the present case since the issuanee of the 
Exainiiners fmal acUon of Deeeffiber 2 E 2006. 

SUMMARY OF CLAIM SUBJECT MATTER 
Chm <i E 10 and ate mdej-^cndent claims A concj^e explanation of the suhjeci 
matter or mese claims is provtoed besow; 

C.d.m I ibi dtp. (N dn^Lk'd }o a sr-vsii^-n ^1 mJ on!-)V serx a .epoTK b> 
> ^scfi^^- ^ i!M !rci(-N-^ f oijinuimt <\K>5-s'^ vvLeioin trc ^^s vOnif -^t.'^ <jsux'i-e 
hub 102 ipaiagraph 0044, page 8, b^ci. 2^-2n), the sen ice huh \nchid ng a itcer-c-r 202 
that receives acce&s nessages 118 (paragraph 0032. page 6, hnes 17-21) , the service I ixh 
abo jnciudmg a decoder 212 that decodes service informaton from one or more 
operational n^c sages compns ng macro messages ^paragraph 00'17. page 9. imes 9-U), 
the luacjo l:!lc^sa^^,■^ be j. defmcd according to one oi jioj,. s^'Mce p oviders. the same 
ni.\ic '-it;ss,ii,c hiw^ ^.q^^bV ot ddfi.-rcnt mtannjs j -lo.'ii ibc one O" moro ie.xicc 
^5 ^ ^ ^ - V . i<{v\ iksOvOi 10{> sM,ch 

pfO^,<<-- >t 'cf led soj'-'i.o ii}lomat<oR ha,->ed ou av^cess ngfits Jc m>' 'n i-a auwv^ 
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mes<>ages as defined by one <it imnc access macjo voUes conipnaiiig the access messages 
(paiagraph 0075. psge IS, lines 7-1 1). 

Ciaim 10 Ihis cUnm ts d'tccted to d su\ice hah 102 (pagt: 8. hncs opcahlo %o 
prfA^de onlmc scm^c lepoUs jh . v.' u r>s a s-n-oe piovnAi us 

v^irelc^s cot7nnun5oano s^ivjiein die r .-i ootnpjiscs a p.oc o^s^t 208 oocnJ^ e t<. 

iOt, '^e .K^.c^'- noss.uf.-- (paj.c^iaph 0041, page 8, Imes b-ld). the pioccsstr -,0 jnojiJt's 
'ogic to exchange operational messages comprisitig macro messages (^paragtaph 0047. 
page 9, imes 9-i I), each maero message bemg capable of different meanings among the 
one or more service providers, a decoder 212 {parapaph 0047, page 9, hnes 9-1 1 ) to 
decode the operatsonal messages and a serser interface 214 which provides selettcd 
service nifoim-inon ^^paiagraph 0051, page 9, lines 29-37) based >n me ac^c^s nes&agc <& 
Jeuned by thtr one 01 moic access macro codes coinintsn^g the access mt^^sagc 
(paragi-aph (X)75. page 13, hnes 7-11). 

Claim 19: This claim directed to a method for providmi, aalnie seisjcc reports 
compnsmg the steps of determmmg access rights that associate the service tnfomiauoii 
With the ufer subscribers (paragraph 0058, page 10. lines 3i-36); exchangi% at leas^ one 
opo'-at.onai rxcsi.m^ between the setvice provider and the service adimnistralor 
{pd. 3igidvn j-dgc 10, Imcss 37-40). the at least one operational message co'-npnsirg 1 

!iat u m'ssage l\ ^ m.^pt -n.-^sM^^^e- h^jig dc'' ncC .i_vMJ ne iv e 's. >\"^ e sofv.' 

o^ovidi,.s,, c«i.i» m.^cro nies&ago hcmg capable ot d^iknent jut;a£Kngi, . !ion« bv) ono o 
moi'e service providers (paragraph 0075, page 13, hues 7*11). 

GROUNDS OF REJECTION TO BE REVIEWED ON APPEAL 

1. Claims i. 6-10, 12-n and 15-25 stand lejected under 35 VS.C % i03, as 
bemg unpatt-ntabk oxer Marshall (US 2001/00313656 AD hi viexv of Williams (US 
2002/0032612 AD. 

2, Claims 5 an J -<fHK<iK . .iJ J ^ I' ^ Ha> as being unpateniable 
over Marshall in view of Kaplaa (US patent No. 6 J29,234 Bl). 
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Rt;iectio;. !i under 35 U.S.C. § 103. as being uti patefttabte over M arshall (lIvS 
2001/00313656 A in view of Wi lli ams COS 2002/0032612 Al) 

M-'to^v Juir^ W 6 10 12^13 ard 1^-2^ undc- I S f ^ <a as 
bui in[ \^ L o^M M .f si u > ' H>J/U' ^ 'V ^ n x > u il , s t s 
2002W^2oI2 Ab s Kspcctrul, trdverset. .dnimed m Jr O t «; at.i on uai^d 
12/21/2006 (at page 4), "Mar&hall doeb not cxphcitW discluse wherein i acio n cs'-ajes 
are defiTSed according to the one or more serves providers, the saiise: macro messages 
beitig capable of ddierent meaning aiBong the one or moife service providers. ' WiUiams 
IS noted m thjs Qfiice acuon as disclosing cell entries represeifJtmg a earner where ' lejach 
' a^-ft^ emr\ 5s i,o'f^r coded svfth a uruque color corrc pondmg to a -pjcnxi^w ai caniei 
Fv^itl - tK ^' ff.vv. I CHi s ^ I ^ { 1 H 'ti^^tid u 1 voi >5 i Oiicd - srabo i ■. Jisp. o .-c 
sho\vjnj; ^cixivt^ > ^)^,"c led hy t\c.i ( amc ' Cnaphc s\nn>Ois JcpteNcn s u.\qi3t. 
vo!or^ (^pj. ign'p*~s 0 ^Qo 0W8 ai d 03ib) are rehed upon as p}«%idmg a basis for ntaking 
the obviousness rejection, 

Cranted that da m language t-hoyld be given broad scope n conj^rderiig whether 
It coveis ihe pnoi asi tl 56, mqm j camcs v^sth 1 a requirement of jeassOiaWene-sS 
Appd . nts dcf.ne claim 1 a system vtheret> macio message {'ne sages uhing codes 
h p' tcv o !oi aiv,ss i>vs t(.i ''cdii V ne tost ot comnmmcai Oi ) it*. Vk .,v.'n a 
H\\ < ! us t. (. Uir s«?ato as v>{.uat{on"5 mt'-s r« !ir>.(l i" 

r^spOiv n<-' ti Si. N Is, ^ t IS Furtl t Of <MOks 5t U L t it t. ^s i Us Oi 

usa siv'iM i^Lr> in (.orhLclxOn \utii stiMt. • u^ioriiag aa vi ! ^ l^i; t.J oji ■^^ ' t<, 
pro\^de{ Claim I also piovidcs. that 'dv same jnacio nts<^..cs ii nz capabk of 
c ttereit meaning ainong the one oi more ^cr^ice piovideis ' hoie that thtb ib a sy^tvm 
ilaim pcitam'ng to macros definmg usci access received hy a recei\ei aad macro 
messages decoded bv a scrvae hub m th<. coiMCKt (,»f uirckss comniumcation:^ There u 
no logical applicavion {or WiTiams n ihts md the Examinei ha^ lat espoused an> 
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jcasonablc bavi. tor bnnging the WHIjjaT5>^ ictcrt-ncc io bear AJ \V>liums pjo\ iJo.^ d 
color coded form {.so we are told. v>,ithout seemg the coloi"} with a Icgei d Ln fact, ha\ tng 
a form sviih a iegeisd i-* entirely old and one not need rely upojs the 2001 filing date of 
\S'il]i^E-sis to make ont such a fact. The Tixanui ei is regardtng tbss o^U r coded fonn \s)\h 

asscii tn It k\ i;^!! ..lion sn som' \vo> tnakt - . ' ms ... ' -> ocJ < K n , nn'ano-^ as 
•ccned i cl ' ir i sx'fes.Ha'es tisai in{n> ot th>AO 1 nv J^^rs he inidlh Si^sn.^^hJca rc 
conlraventio M i ?5 U.S. C.^ 103 ia> Whde. nots-'d above, the !v>iamn)ei aJn^'ts that 
"Marshall does not explicitly disclose wherein i^^acro messages are defined according to 
the one or more serves providers, the sattie macro messages being capable of djifferent 
iBeamng among the one or more service providiers.*' the same em also be said of 
wrd^ams Logic dictates that two deficient references devoid of a concept don't s^um to 
soKs that defi Jie^!c\ Claim I recites a decoder that decodes operational me^^agcs 
comprisirig tracui sncssagcs and a receiver that rcct,'\es dctcb^- ^:;e^s>a<.v^ a^ dt ' \ r-i^ 
ono or more acce s codes. Wiiijai^ s at paragraph 0301 ^[\osv$ a a^s ah) 
Dimensioned, Multi-<.rarner Graphic ^\rray online display " litis pu>v^aes tic topsc ol 
paragraphs 0306-0308 and 0518, rehed upon by the December 21, 2006 Office acnou, to 
provide a basis m combination svith Marshall for the §103 (a) rejection, However. it\«J 
vci} c\\a to sec t:-<3i the "Dynamically Dimensioned, Muiti-Gamer Graphic Array online 
displa>" 5S nicroK a form' There aix. clear no decoders of operational racs.sagcs 
conip'-is ai.c^o -r.^s!; i^f.^^ lii,! no ucoi^c^s ^LCtss r.c-'^.vy-. a^ J.^ireJ bv -i 

Mu^^i*, a-iiWilui! c tn.e io piov :hc J -je u ^ a!< K 'u-- ■ >e.i. .,i.auc n-' 
the Dcccmocj 21. 2006 Office action and it i\ nut leasonable Appei.ar.^ !cspectii.lly 
jequcst that this rejection a.<? applied to claim 1 be rex'crscd smce these references fa'l to 
make claim 1 obvious under 35 IJ.S, C, § 103 (a). 

The above atgo nms also apply to claims iO and 19, Given the noted admission 
concemuig r> i nvsiagcs on pajc 4 oi the Decoriil>er 2i, 2001 Office act on and tht; 
mere fonn p^OM^kd by Wdisanis , thorc is siticlv uis bav;!s toi Wdhants to psov-.dc a 
''processor operable to receive an access uiesb'ii.o ' oI-o'.-M-' mc a>. 'x's-ajic 
"dcfmed by os e or ii >re access macio codo-s'" as rccsttid in claim iO Fmi lu J\vit- .s no 
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hm% v>ith}X\ Willi mis to pu)vjde a pjoccv,bor mv-ludtng logR to cxcndUjie opt-iaiii \u 
iiie><Nagv!> comprising nuLto messages v^th eaci rratro mtss^gt ^-^esng cipabli, t4 
diffeient nuannigs an ong one or more service pio\idtis also (kcordnig to cl um H"^ 
O-^i, X uif 5V < c mbiti )l5ou of Mai mil witl W linms xitli tht cUiiKd s>iDjtct 
I ! tL I 1 £1 t L I n H i !Ois ^ppei iius 

xih re-,} ecr to n 9 ai»r^ w lb ihc rotev* adnu-^sion ni Mais,(^U tiL. 
nothmg m Marshail whKh pio^ides duroidmg to claim IQ exchanging at loast otn, 
operational T^essdgt. towetu the service provider and the service .ddmuiistratoi whcK^n 
thf operation i] 'nc^s 'at compn^es a macro mcssagt , uich mjcx) message being capabk 
ofdiiierei) u i n s u I is s noit sc Mvt pr niders Also Wilh ams provides* 
no te'Lning v^nm io j k n scs s l nfojni tson to the scLctui usei 

)SvT!he b "^-^i- on ic^cs •n<d-)ls j u ; u * s i i us odes As \ h 

tLccl above vhei^ tl^. tcacbrngs uf M^i^hall tombu td v ith he to J mg t<.rn i 
of V^sUiams, c!aim 19 is neither pjodiiced nor made obvjous appellants risptctf h 
request thst this reieetion as applied to clanii 19 be reversed smt.e these refcien^es fad to 
make ciami 19 obvious under 35 U,$. C, 103 (a). 

Ci ' dcpctident from i^t, io u i s i cent if t^s ricrv,! '-eeitv ! mnci^io'ic 
211 ai i u to t e v.! a f v i ich h uepo d \( \ s re i i tnc J xai i o s 
in. sunnii »u is King njuiabK Jtsiinvt turn tht ut^d ait \ipe lai ^ lospc \ t 1 
request tevttsal of the iOl (a) sejeeimn \Mth icspect to the dependent elairas 

Reiev^ors andcr ^^ U S C § i0 3(a) itb being unpate ntrbie over Ma tsh all in sw\k of 
Kaplin (I S p atent \o 6.819^ ^ t B1) 

Tie leitcl! ! chi is ^ nJ midci 3-> I *n l ^ iO n ^ h n t!| 5 ubie oxer 
\t Mnnx)Nf)K n^ 5 ^>^8^9>1IH s i sj ^ 1 i \ 

t 1 i t it h I u ^ S ( M h 4 ^Ui 1 I -io 

expijcitiy dssdose wherein njacro messages are defined accardsng to the one or more 
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serves providers, the sdine macro ircssagcs heing capabic oi Jilkioji. meaning .uiiona 
the one or mora sct\icc piovider**.' this rejection ib not supported suKe iH^h admilied 
deticieuc> ii> neither addiesscd m the Dec-eraber 2h 2006 Otlicc acUon nor distus^cd in 
tin KapKi' u'fereuce 1« face whatevcs 'cU'ViOce thi^ piece or ait has m t^e jeiection 
h s Li It 1 I- o dvXs ii i-L I ' ih'^L^ni a. k q hn 's duxitVd lo a 
kL(,OM iiinsiv a ons ^\ v'^ i Kt^wn .dun^d si om ^-^ jp the dssilo^ur-^ <>> 
VI'iMtili *!-fJ { >ji ^ ' ci fs h ^ iKH 'lO' idiKs'-Ll ak.Jic^t.Ui ni>{cJ n j ci hp ^ 
aad ><-aA dependent horn dain^' \ and 10 rsbpeuivclv Consequently it DnisUt u 
that the rejection of claims* 5 and 14 i.annot stand Appellants njspectfuily lequest 
reversal of the ^1 U-SC § iCB (a) rejection of claims 5 and 14 as being unpatentabie ovei 
Marshall m view tvt Kaplan. 

CONCLUSION 

I \>t.\( i"Uk oiiu \r i H U ii V rt./ e-^Mha- a!! T esonily 

c!U-,ima ng eiecUons bei©\t:ised aiid ih^ Jl nis u id&i appeal be alios^ed 

Respectfully subnntled 

Datec - , . A - 

Reg sa«noi \o 2-^ !0" 

Q\ 1 ALCOKM Incorporated 

5'?"?5MoreKoiu^tDnve 

San Diego, i aliiouua 0:121-2779 

Telephone; (b'iHU4=i-S?03 

Facsinnle; (858) 658-2502 
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AFPE.NBIX OF CLAIMS 

r -ji M i \ n<^ o i V t.n i. t.| >!K 1 s ub<-.a i \^ \< \ si Ik 
n (. it! Jc!s o,->ej u ^ * si^^ wire1e<;s comniumcaiions, at the direction of a isCiMce 

tefjiV ^ctt -^s i ! M h t Mil iiVfsic 1 i iduin.' i Jf .uJe? "hn 

asii Hi t I i iiid si >!K o ii o'^ scniuc piOK'dcts the ma>.io 5-r5es<'jLg<- K5ii,i.cireJ 
acn t L t' t. ojit (, p O' e icn ii.e pros iders the satnt, }nd.t i o mes^-^age bem? apaole ot 
i a ttejf i rr ^ mi dtnong Uk one or more ^ctvice pro\ idt-is, and 

a netx^oik ^crsc\ coupled betwytn the serv ^.e hub <.i«"d vh*^ use su^is^r ht' vja a 
coTiBiun%<Hion network tht netv^ork ser%ei mciudmg iogrc to rtcenc d rtt ues eo-*! ^ 
selected user subsenber. and xti response, provide at least a portion of the selected service 
inforniation to the selected user subscriber based on the access nghts defined m she 
access message as def rned by one or more access macro codes compnsmg the acces*; 
messages. 

2. (t-aiicened) 

3 Ihe «*\sic;ni of claim S i wheicm the decoder t.ompnscs logic lo decode the 
macro messages to determine the service tntormatioa, 

i fhe sxstu« ot claim 3 I wheiem the sej\jce huh tx;>,eives a control ncsage 
(.ontai ling defititiions tot ihc macio inessdges 

5 I be systoni of chi'm 1 wheieni the service hub nicluJts a memoiy and logn. to 
namtaii , master status tibk tha coBla»\<> the se vice miormatioii dcsciibmg services 
rendered ov the one or more service providers. 
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6 The s>6.tem ofCaun 1. whtreui the neUxo.K bene: i«cluc!es logic io authenticate 
ihe selected uses subsuiber that makci> the lequcbt 

7 I he s>*^teTn of cla m I, wht^rem the network seivei is coupled to the s,eivicii huh 
via the eoHimuTiicatiofi iietwork- 

B, The system of dmn 1, wheiem the service hub is coapled to multipie service 
administrators associated with hmMpk service btislnesses. 

9. The §ysteii> of claim h wherein the operatiotsal messages iaeMde access rights 1% 
the aser stibscribers. 

H), A service hub that is operable to provide online service reports to user 
subscribers, wherein the service reports contain service infonnation about services 
rejidered by a service provider operating, using wireless communications^ at the direction 
of a sers'ice administrator, the service hub comprising: 

a processor operable to receive an access rnessiH::^ th;i; assocfales ihe ;wrvice 
infonnation with tlie user sabscribers, the processor also suciudt-s ioKic \o ■■xch in;-!.- 
operation^] messages , comprising macro messagtjs to coiivey tix^ ^f.-rvioe iiiforsvuil :<>!!. 
b-etween ibt service provider and the sennce adniiri;a;j;uor, the macro ■messages be-ng 
defined according to the one or soorc scwis.-e providers, each jnacro message being 
capable of different meanings amois;.: lU^: i^>w or r.-ore service providers.; 

a decoder coupled to the proce.st-oi and operable \o decode ti'je operaiictriai 
mes.sagei; Co extract the service ifUormation; and 

a server interlace operable to receive a rccpufSt for service ir:for.m;.;tion From ihe 
user subscriber and provide selected service infonnai-on tv \hc Liser siibscrilxT based on 
the acces,s message as defined by one or more access macro codes comprisiiig the access 
message, 

11. (Cancelled) 

12. Hie service hnb of claim 10, wherein the decoder includes logic to decode the 
macro messages to determine the service i nformattoni 

13. The service hub of ciaim 10, wherein the service hub receives a control message 
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containing detinitions for the iriacro messages. 

14 lie SUM ce hm oi riasm 10 \^,herem the sc-r^ice hub includes a mcmorv di\d 
iogic to rajntdm a ma\te5 s'^nus tabic t^di (.ontams the wnjce mtoimatiOn descn^nig 
services rendered by tlie one or more sm'tee providers. 

15 I he sen ice hub ot cUm 10, wherem the prot.essor further includes logic to 
authenticate the selected user sitbscnber that makes the request, 

16 11k Nit-e ^u.b ot Ui i 10 whcrem the network seivo is toupfed to the scnite 
l-'uh s 1 1 iL iiii L icat Kt^^ ^rk 

17 fhe suMce hub ot ciai n 10, v^htscn the i.t'vice huN ss co^pLd to lUilUpt 
service Admsnjstfators associated with multiple service businesses. 

H TK s!^niv.e huh of claim 10, ^^hcrent the operational messages mciude acccis 
■■rights: rof tne user subscribers, 

) {(in \ ^ isJli. > \ is ! I i ( n ( m t i ! ^ s u> -^-t 

i \h n I (. V. 1 !<.| Is L rUf t ivt s i nt n !\ i;.vs 
ru ( i c« bv a -.ti i,v p < !Cv. n W i k I u ^ % l'v. ^ v ) in is i > in Is 
sersict. Kini!'-' ^-"i nor is-it, n hoJ oinjii-^ <, 

utv^. ni >.t s nb{^ if ^ !l c!% v s to ii tit \ ; v 
subscnbers: 

i,\(.!ii^5! H Iv. i. o !(. en i ){ (.>ii no Si \ hv iv! ■> 
1 <.s, I. n s Si \.r *}c I I is on<„ opt. it f n in si v ^n{n f * i i ii s t 
1 ' itr^ iL si^s. kin^Jttina a<,>,oTdii>|, t it on?., o*- nt )r i^a n Man aL.ii. 
i o it, sage hemg capable ot different mcdnnigs. among the one or iioic scrvtct 

Di-oviders; 

kk ( nMi -spt. r ih(>n nies -,£1^1- to c Kir act the H-iMCi;. mJorraation, 
i-ecen nsg a request fixim a selected user subscnbei-; and 

prosidnig selected senile miormation to the selected user subscriber ss-heiem the 
seketet.' <.onice iiifomiation is dt,r \Ld trom the sen see intoripation based on the act-ess 
lights as cfctincci b^ one or inoro jlcccs-. macros coces cv>mp i ing an a^cc mes'-age 
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20. The metiwd of claim 19, whcrem the step of determining is di s»tep of iioiermuuTig 
the access nghis from an access message recesvcd at the scivjce hub. 

21. The method of claim 19, wherem ihc step of dcterroiiuTig is a ^siep of deteimining 
the access gilts? fronj the at least one operational message, 

22 The method of claim 19, wherein the step of decoding 's a step of decoding one or 
more macro messages that represent the service ix^fonnation. 

23 1 he mtthod of dmrn 1 9, herem the step of recen mg a request further includes, a 

step ot Liuthenticatmg the reouesi. 

24. The method ot ciaun 1 9, wheiem the step of reccivmg is a step ot a request (rom a 
selected user subscriber via a commuKieation network. 

25 P^e method e; r-. in \^K-t,M> the stv} o- p^o^iu^\^'' . sK| (- pro\tdmg 
.selects^o seiMcc Mitotmation to a user subscnber when a ingges event ocv'uis, s^'hesesn the- 
selected ssrvtce mformdlion is derived from tlic service information based on the access 
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EVIPE^^CE APPENDIX 



None. 

\o f\5«efK h s X' - nit .\ HpJ ^7 t ' k . ! ^0 .Ml o i i ^J < xt no Other 
^i, rUsV hten rtu J b_; the cxanina aod itlied u] t>u by A.pjK h." f& in { U 



Attorney Docket No^ 020075 



PATENT 
10/010,587 



None. 

There are no copies oi; dech~i<j-i.s rendered by a court or the Board in ihe proceeding 
ideiitifjed in the Related Appeals arid InreriVreRce?; ^;ioce there are no decisions listed in 
this aecuon arid no Related Appeals and hflerfeieisccs. 
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None. 

There is othtT informatioH .uvsupfx>rt of the above itssms, 



